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DEIS Areas of Analysis

: Land Use, Zoning, and Public Policy Solid Waste and Sanitation Services

ﬁo | Socioeconomic Conditions Energy
7 s Community Facilities Transportation
g j Open Space Air Quality
3 Shadows Greenhouse Gas Emissions/Climate Change
?*‘ . Historic and Cultural Resources Noise
Ea: Urban Design and Visual Resources Public Health
&%,‘ Hazardous Materials Neighborhood Character

Water and Sewer Infrastructure Construction

QAKRF




Open Space

WATEISET

E 4131 51
—

LY o Inset Map - One Penn Plaza POPS and Plaza 33
W J
W34 St
— 1@ WIS R e e —————
s | North : 3
E
@95) z : West 'l East | =
& aza Plaza 2
& Plaza South | 3
El Plaza |
'; Wit S [ — & & A A ]
2 W3ard Sy Plaza 33 )
o W i 3
. - EE % EmmE
H See inset map
£
- W MBS o m—————— oy, En S
N 5
_________ : URSEN 11) Vo o o e iy 2 e
I i P
i 2 |
| @o '_____.. W 3200 St T Exmam =
I o
@ ] 1
AR BTk Il E3al S q
- — 1 2
(LT —— | £ £aans
:
H 9 B @
W Zan 3 = i EZah St
3 £
= ]
W ZEth St — E h S
| . %
W 27 DOr @ ; o WIth s = EIMA S
i w
S
EZERS 3
L] =
E Open Space Resources

: TN Project Area
- ol

E Open Space Study Area

QAKRF

o Existing Open Space Resource
@  NoAction Open Space Resource

+¢+ Direct and Indirect Impact
¢ Proposed Mitigation
= Creating new open
space

= Funding upgrades

= High Line connector



EMPIRE STATION COMPLEX ‘

I Sun Sensitive Historic Resource

Shadows Study Area
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@ Sun Sensitive Open Space

+ Impacts to Open Space and
Historic Resources
++ Proposed Mitigation
= QOpen space - Funding
upgrades
= Historic resources —
consultation with OPRHP

and churches




Historic and Cultural Resources
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= Salvage and incorporation

into new buildings or station
= Construction Protection

Plans

Hotel Pennsylvania
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Penn Station Service Building
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Impacts to Traffic, Subway
Station Elements, Subway
Line-Haul, Pedestrians
Proposed Mitigation
Transportation Monitoring
Plan (TMP)
Traffic flow improvements
Transit circulation
improvements

Increased subway service

Pedestrian improvements



Noise
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Construction Noise Impact at Noise Sensitive Use
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